usurpers to be driven out by both the Dominions and
neither Dominion could stand before the world to
justify accession by a prince in his individual capacity.
In that sense he held that the accession by the Nawab-
saheb of Junagadh was ab initio void, unless the ryots
of Junagadh could be proved to have set the seal upon
the accession by the Nawabsaheb. To which Dominion
Junagadh would finally accede could only be decided,
in case of dispute, by a properly conducted referendum
without the use of violence, or show of it, accompanying
the process. The attitude taken by the Pakistan Go-
vernment and now1 also by the Prime Minister of Junagadh
created a curious situation. Who was to decide upon the
right or the wrong of the case for Pakistan and the
Union Government? Appeal to the sword was not to be
thought of. The only honourable way out was the
ancient method of arbitration in the usual manner.
There were enough men and women in India who
could shoulder the burden. If, however, the parties
could not agree upon arbitration by Indians, he for one
had no objection to any impartial person from any
part of the world.
KASHMIR AND HYDERABAD
Finally, what Gandhiji said about Junagadh equally
applied to Kashmir and Hyderabad. Neither the
Maharajasaheb in Kashmir nor His Exalted Highness
the Nizam had any authority to accede to either Do-
minion, without the known consent of their people.
This was, so far as he knew, made clear in the case of
Kashmir. If the Maharaja alone had wanted to accede,
Gandhiji could not defend such accession. The accession
was provisionally agreed to by the Union Government
because both the Maharaja and Sheikh Abdulla, speaking
160